U.S. Patent Application No. 10/680,735 

Amendment dated Jan. 11, 2007 

Reply to Final Office Action of Oct. 11, 2006 

Rem a r ks/Argu m en ts 

This is in response to the Office Action of October 1 1 , 2007. Claims were 
cancelled and claims were added. No new matter was introduced by way of these 
amendments. Support for the amendments is found in the specification as-filed, and 
in particular, pages 7-10, among other pages and figures. Claims 1, 3-9 and 21-29 are 
pending after entry of this amendment. No new cleiim fees are necessitated by this 
amendment. 

The Applicants appreciate the Examiner's explanation of his reasoning regarding 
the last response by the Applicants. Based on the Applicants' clarified understanding 
of the Office's position, the Applicants have decided to more clearly recite certain 
features directly in the claims. 

Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 8 102 ; 

The Office has maintained the rejection of claims 1, 10, 14, 15, and 18-20 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by "the Evolution of Jini™ Technology in 
Telematics" by Judith Arato and Steven Knudsen (hereinafter "Arato"). This rejection 
is traversed in view of the amendments and these remarks. 

Claim 1 was amended to clarify the role of the physical device code segment, 
the logical device code segment, and the interaction with the application code 
segment. As now claimed, the physical device code segment obtains the device data 
from the particular type of physical device. Notice that Figure 1 of Arato defines a 
one way system , that takes input from the physical devices, and then feeds the 
information forward to specifically defined modules. These modules (network 
services) feed to the JMatos services. These services of Arato are custom designed 
for each physical device, and thus, the functionally of the logical device code 
segment would not be needed, and in fact, would prevent access to Arato's devices. 

Additionally, the clarifying amendments now define with particularity how the 
logical device code segment is defined to only enable a particular type of dimensional 
control. 

Still further, the logical device code segment, as amended, receives the device 
data from the physical device code segment and identifies the device data for 
interfacing with the particular type of dimensional control. 
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Still yet, the claims were clarified to define that the logical device code segment 
is defined for the particular type of dimensional control and not for controlling any 
particular property of the physical device or properties of other physical devices. 
Thus, the logical device code segment provides the application code segment a 
capability to communicate with a plurality of physical devices, so long as each of the 
physical devices has device data with the particular type of dimensional control. 

New claim 21 also incorporates similar aspects of claim 1, and thus, it is 
submitted that the cited art of record fails to teach or suggest the now claimed 
invention. The new dependent claims mirror the original dependent claims, and are 
thus submitted to be patentable for at least the same reasons the independent claims 
are believed to be patentable. 

The rejections of the dependent claims under 35 USC § 103(a) are submitted to 
be rendered moot, as the independent claim was only rejected under Section 102, and 
as noted above, the cited art fails to teach each and every element of the now amended 
claims. The arguments regarding the cited art, as noted in the last office action are 
incorporated herein by reference, and are not repeated for sake of brevity and to place 
more emphasis on the amended claim language, which was refined to claim one 
specific embodiment of the disclosed invention. 

The Applicants respectfiiUy submit that all of the pending claims are in 
condition for allowance. Accordingly, a notice of allowance is respectfiiUy requested. 

If the Examiner has any questions concerning the present Amendment, the 
Examiner is kindly requested to contact Albert S. Penilla at (408) 749-6903. If any 
additional fees are due in connection with filing this Amendment, the Commissioner 
is also authorized to charge Deposit Account No. 50-0805 (Order No. SUNMP152). 
A duplicate copy of the transmittal is enclosed for this purpose. 



710 Lakeway Drive, Suite 200 
Sunnyvale, CA 94085 
Telephone (408) 774-6913 
Facsimile (408) 749-6901 
Customer No. 32291 



RespectfiiUy submitted, 
Martine P^illa & Gencarella, LLP 
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